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good enough in times like these. We’ve
got to come together as a country to
do what’s best not for the next election
but for the next generation and, in-
deed, for our future.

———————

MEDICARE ELIMINATION AND MID-
DLE CLASS TAX INCREASE ACT
OF 2011

(Mr. WEINER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WEINER. Ladies and gentlemen,
later this week, we are going to be con-
sidering the Medicare Elimination and
Middle Class Tax Increase Act of 2011.
We’ve heard it called the ‘“Ryan bill,”
but that’s what it does.

First, it does some things that I'm
sure are very popular in America. It
says let’s eliminate the Medicare pro-
gram. Let’s say to senior citizens, You
know what? We’re going to give you a
voucher, and you go out and shop for
health care—and good luck finding it.
That’s one proposal.

And then it says, let’s take $750 bil-
lion of Medicaid expenses and shift
them to the States so that the States
have to raise taxes and localities have
to raise taxes. This is some new inter-
esting idea?

It was said by the previous speaker
that Democrats haven’t come forward
with any ideas. Yeah, we came up with
the idea of Medicare to provide health
care for seniors and Social Security to
provide a safety net for seniors in their
advancing years. These are the pro-
grams that we care about and are going
to fight for.

This week on the House floor, Repub-
licans are going to say we’re against
Medicare. They want to eliminate it as
it stands. Now, isn’t it ironic? They
spent all last year criticizing the
health care act because it harmed
Medicare, now suddenly they want to
eliminate it. Hypocrisy.

———
O 1920
THE U.S. CONSTITUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RUNYAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
America is facing some very perilous
times because of the joblessness, be-
cause of the poor economy, because of
the outrageous spending that’s been
going on for the last 2 years through
the last Congress.

I come tonight, Mr. Speaker, to dis-
cuss something that I think is criti-
cally important for the American peo-
ple to understand, because we’ve got-
ten away from what the Constitution
says and what the original intent of
the Constitution might be.

I've seen Member after Member, Mr.
Speaker, hold up a copy of the Con-
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stitution. I carry a copy in my pocket.
And they’ll hold up a copy of the Con-
stitution and talk about this being a
living and breathing document. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth in
the philosophy of our Founding Fa-
thers.

In fact, our Founding Fathers meant
this to be a very solid foundation. The
Declaration of Independence expresses
the philosophy of liberty in America,
and the Constitution is an embodiment
of those principles into a governing
document.

Mr. Speaker, if we don’t have a solid
foundation upon which to build all of
our laws, all of our society, then we’re
building our society and laws on shift-
ing sand. You can ask a 6-year-old, if
you build a house or a building on
shifting sand, what’s going to happen?
It’s going to fall, it’s going to fail.
That’s exactly what’s happening in our
country today, because we’ve gotten
away from the original intent of the
Constitution.

In Hosea 4:6, God says, ‘“‘My people
are destroyed for a lack of knowledge.”
We have a tremendous lack of knowl-
edge about the foundational principles,
what our Founding Fathers meant for
government to be. We have a tremen-
dous lack of knowledge in this Nation
even in Federal jurists, even in jurists
sitting on the U.S. Supreme Court,
about the Constitution.

In fact, I was very shocked—as I got
interested in politics, I started talking
to lawyers who had gone to law schools
all over this country. The majority of
lawyers that I've spoken with—law
schools, public and private all across
this country, they all have a course
called constitutional law. But the
American public would be absolutely
shocked to understand that lawyers,
even when they take constitutional
law—and in a lot of law schools it’s an
elective even—when they take con-
stitutional law, they don’t study the
Constitution. All they study is case
law, what the Federal court system has
said about the Constitution.

And we’ve got Federal jurists all the
way up to the Supreme Court, but in
all levels, from Federal district courts
to the appellate system all the way to
the U.S. Supreme Court, that bring
down ruling after ruling that is not
based upon the Constitution in its
original intent. That philosophy leads
to tyranny in all possibility.

Our Founding Fathers never meant
this. In fact, if people would read the
Constitution and read what our Found-
ing Fathers said about the Constitu-
tion, they would understand that.

There’s a great resource that talks
about what our Founding Fathers
meant for the Constitution to be. The
architect of the Constitution, James
Madison, John Jay, the first U.S. Su-
preme Court Chief Justice, and Alex-
ander Hamilton, who was an ardent
Federalist who believed in a strong
Federal Government, wrote a series of
essays. These essays were printed in
the newspapers in New York State.
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They were written to tell New Yorkers
about what government should be
under the Constitution in its original
intent.

They explained in minute detail what
government should be not only then
but 200, 400, 600 years later, because
they knew very firmly, very strongly
that if we didn’t have that original in-
tent and a strong, solid foundation of
government, that we could lose our lib-
erty. That’s the reason they wanted us
to stay with their intent in the Con-
stitution.

They wrote these series of essays.
Those essays have been bound to-
gether—this little booklet, ‘“The Fed-
eralist Papers,” contains these essays.
These essays were written by James
Madison, Alexander Hamilton, and
John Jay about the Constitution to ex-
plain the Constitution.

If people will get ‘““The Federalist Pa-
pers’’ and read them, they will see how
far off track we have gotten as a Na-
tion. They will see that our Nation is
being destroyed from within, being de-
stroyed by a philosophy of big govern-
ment, and this philosophy has been fos-
tered upon us by Democrats and Re-
publicans alike, by liberals and con-
servatives alike. We’ve got to change
that.

Mr. Speaker, the only way that we’re
going to change governing here in the
United States is not here in Wash-
ington, not here in the U.S. House of
Representatives, not over across the
way in the U.S. Senate, not down the
street on Pennsylvania Avenue in the
White House. The only way we’re going
to change the philosophy of governance
is if the grassroots, the good people
across this Nation, start demanding a
different kind of governance.

We’ve got to stop this outrageous
spending. We’ve got to get our econ-
omy back on track. We’ve got to start
creating jobs. What’s made this coun-
try so rich, so powerful, so successful
as a political experiment, the greatest
political experiment in all of history,
in all of mankind, is right here in the
United States based on the Constitu-
tion of the United States in its original
intent.

We have a tremendous lack of knowl-
edge.

Now, ‘“The Federalist Papers’ in the
old language, it’s a bit difficult to read.
Their style of writing, their style of
English was a bit different from ours.

We’ve got another resource that I
highly recommend, which is ‘“The Fed-
eralist Papers in Modern Language.” A
person can buy this off Amazon, they
can get this in Barnes and Noble book-
stores around the country. If they
don’t have it in stock, it can be or-
dered.

The editor, Mary Webster, got some
folks to transliterate ‘“The Federalist
Papers’” from old-style English into
modern English. What ‘‘transliterate’’
means is to change one word in the old
style to another word in the new style.
This is not an editorialization of ‘‘The
Federalist Papers,” it is not a com-
mentary on ‘‘The Federalist Papers.”
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